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Donna R. Searcy, Secretary
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, N.W. Room 222
Washington D.C. 20554

Dear Secretary Searcy:

SUBJECT: PR DOCKET NO.

RECEIVED

In addressing PR Docket 92-235, specifically the newly proposed
FCC part 88, I feel it is of extreme importance that your office
have a clear understanding of the disastrous impact such a policy
will have on the citizenry of Maricopa County, Arizona.

Over the last thirty years, Maricopa County has invested roughly
50 million dollars in a unique set of communications systems to
service a population that now numbers over 2.25 million people.
The region in question is hard to describe if it has not been
thoroughly traversed and experienced first hand. It consists of
sonoran deserts, depressions, and canyons intermixed with a large
number of mountain ranges rising to 7,000 feet above sea level.
Its citizens are wide spread, clustered over 9,226 square miles
with the incorporated cities representing less than 10% of the
aggregate area. As Sheriff of this country's third largest
county, I am statutorily mandated to provide a myriad of services
throughout the county inclUding the densely populated cities of
Phoenix, Tempe, Scottsdale, Glendale, and Mesa. These services
include the manning of a large jail system that averages 5000
inmates per day, County wide search and rescue teams, Warrants,
Lakes and River Patrol, Tax Collections, and security of the
courts. These mandated services are accomplished with a full
time compliment of 2000 personnel and 1600 volunteers utilizing
in excess of 1200 mobile and portable radios.

Our communications system as it now exists can be described as
only adequate, not excellent by any means, and contains many dead
and spotty signal areas due mainly to the extreme variations of
topographic features. These conditions exist presently with much
of our equipment operating at full capability of 100 watts (ERP)
or more and a dispersion of our facilities over twenty-three
remote sites. Obviously, working under the above described
conditions we have over time, become keenly aware of the need for
improved spectrum efficiency and appreciate your efforts to fin~ ~
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reasonable and financially practical solutions to the problem.
However, we must strongly protest the adoption of (Docket 92-235)
as now proposed.

Currently, we are actively involved with the Arizona Chapter of
the Associated Public Safety Communications Officers, Inc. and
have worked in concert with this group in formulating formal
comments regarding the refarming Docket which is being forwarded
to you under separate cover. We are also aware of the National
Associated Public Safety Communications Officers Inc. efforts and
their comments regarding 92-235 but feel strongly that only we
can clearly delineate the unrefutable negative financial
consequences and pUblic safety service degradation that this
proposal will have on Maricopa County citizens.

In that regard, this county is projecting costs exceeding 30
million dollars to replace existing radio equipment and
construction of new sites to provide coverage that we now
require. Funds in this amount can only come from a citizens'
bond election or federal grants. In truth, with the current
depressed economy, such a proposal would be unfair to the voters
and would surely fail.

Considering these extremes, we respectfully request that the
commission give thorough consideration to the hardships
associated with adoption of part 88 as proposed and that graceful
migration plan recommendations of the Arizona APCO proposal be a
major part of any future approved mandates.
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